TABLE 3. Percentage of persons aged >65 years who reported receiving influenza or

pneunpcocca

vacci ne,

by race/ethnicity*,

poverty status®, education |evel, and number of physician contacts during the previous 12 nonths —National Health Interview
Survey, United States, 1997%
Recei ved i nfluenza vacci ne during previous 12 = .
oS ver received pneunococcal vaccine
Non- Hi spani ¢ Non- Hi spani ¢ Non- Hi spani ¢ Non- Hi spani ¢
white bl ack Hi spani c white bl ack Hi spani c
(n=5, 481) (n=774) (n=520) (n=5, 391) (n=748) (n=507)
Characteristic % (95% Cl %) % (95% Cl) % (95% Cl) % (95% Cl) % (95% Cl) % (95% Cl)
Poverty status
At or above poverty
I evel 68.1 (£1.8) 45. 8 (£7.0) 58.9 (£8.4) 47.7 (£1.8) 22.0 (£5.9) 30.0 (£7.4)
Bel ow poverty | evel 55.0 (%£4.1) 43.2 (£8.2) 47.2 (£9.8) 37.8 (%£4.9) 19.3 (£5.9) 13.5 (£6.3)
Education | eve
Less than high
school 61.4 (£2.6) 45.1 (£5.1) 51.4 (£7.1) 42. 8 (£2.6) 20.0 (£5.9) 19.5 (x4.7)
Hi gh school 66. 3 (£2.6) 39.1 (£9.6) 46.8 (£12.9) 45.9 (£2.6) 21.1 (£7.3) 27.7 (£12.3)
More than high
school 69.8 (£2.4) 46. 9 (£7.8) 66.0 (x12.5) 48. 6 (£2.7) 31.0 (£8.8) 38.0 (%13.3)
No. physician
contacts during
previous 12 nos
None 31.1 (%4.1) L 21.1 (%10.5) 19.6 (£3.9) L T
1 56.9 (#4.3) 33.9 (%x15.6) 45.8 (116.5) 40.0 (x4.1) 18.2 (£9.8) T
2-3 65.9 (£2.9) 43.9 (£9.4) 52.2 (%11.2) 42.9 (£3.1) 16.2 (£5.7) 24.8 (£9.9)
4-9 72.3 (£2.2) 48. 3 (£6.7) 53.4 (£9.0) 51.3 (£2.6) 27.8 (£5.7) 24.2 (£7.4)
>10 75.4 (£2.7) 57.6 (£6.9) 74.0 (£10.8) 55.0 (£3.3) 24.9 (£8.4) 30.5 (%13.3)
Tot al 65.8 (£1.6) 44. 8 (£4.3) 52.7 (£5.9) 45. 7 (£1.6) 22.2 (£3.7) 23.5 (x4.5)

*Data are presented only for non-Hispanic whites, non-H spanic blacks, and Hi spani cs because nunbers for other racial/ethnic
groups were too small for meaningful analysis. Persons of Hispanic origin can be of any race; however, the racial/ethnic groups
non- Hi spani ¢ white and non- Hi spani ¢ bl ack do not include persons of Hispanic origin.

'Poverty status is based on family size, nunber of children aged <18 years, and family income. Published 1996 poverty threshol ds
fromthe Census Bureau are used in these cal cul ation. Persons for whom poverty |evel was not determnined were excluded fromthis
anal ysi s.

fn=6,972. Sanple sizes might not total 6,972 because persons w th unknown vacci nati on status were excluded from anal ysi s.

SConfi dence interval. 95% Cls were cal cul ated by multiplying the standard error by *1.96.

The standard of reliability is RSE <0.3 (where RSE = the ratio of the standard error and the preval ence).
not meet that standard, or the denomi nator was <30.

This estimte did



**Meets the standard of reliability; however, <50 respondents were in the denom nator.



